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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to amendment filed on 1 1/10/2006. 

Response to Amendment 

The Examiner has acknowledged the amended claim 1 . 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 1 1/10/2006 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Regarding Applicants' only argument (pages 9-13) that Lee fails to teach or 
suggest that the client sends " image modifying data ". The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees because the claims recite " the visual server is configured to selectively 
receive image-modifying data ". The term "configured to " is not a positive limitation, 
but only requires the ability to so perform. It does not constitute a limitation in any 
patentable sense. The Examiner contends that Lee does teach a visual image server 
that receives image modifying data. The image data sent by the client has to be in a 
modified format in order to allow the server to change or modify it accordingly (see col. 
3, lines 9-17). Lee also discloses that when a Web browser makes a request to the 
Web server, the Web server may make assumption based on the client computer 
preference list. For example, assumptions may be made regarding the language, color 
space and formats to be used, how tables of information should be sent, or what type of 
encoding will be accepted (see col. 3, lines 51 - 58). 
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Applicants argue that Lee does not instruct the server how to modify the image. 
The Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicants' assertion because Lee does 
instruct the Web server by sending the client computer preference list to the Web server 
upon a request (col. 3, lines 51 - 58). 

In fact, it appears that Applicants are interpreting the claims very narrow without 
considering the broad teaching of the reference used in the rejection. 

Applicants are reminded that the examiner is entitled to the broadest reasonable 
interpretation of the claims. The Applicants always have the opportunity to amend the 
claims during prosecution and broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the 
possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. 
In re Prater 162 USPQ 541 , 550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

In view of such, the rejection is maintained as follows: 

Claim Objections 

Claim 27 is objected to because of the following informalities: It is suggested to 
delete " dat " (line 5) and insert — data has occurred Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim 1 is objected to because the term " configured to " (lines 3 and 10), it has 
been held that the recitation that an element " is configured to " perform a function is 
not a positive limitation but only requires the ability to so perform. It does not constitute 
a limitation in any patentable sense. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for paitent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1 - 5, 9 - 1 2, 1 4 - 1 9, and 23 - 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as 
being anticipated by Lee et al (6,658,167; hereinafter Lee). 

Regarding claim s 1, 5, 9, 12, and 14, Lee teaches an image display system (fig. 
1), comprising a visual server (120, fig. 1) having image processing capabilities wherein 
the visual server is configured to selectively receive image-modifying data 
corresponding to a generated image (fig. 2; col. 3, lines 9-17; Lee discloses 
transmitting information 210 related to the intended use of the data in a client 
application from the client computer to the server), generate a modified image based 
upon the image-modifying data, and transmit the modified image as compressed data 
(col. 3, lines 18-23; Lee discloses that the information related to the intended use of 
data is transmitted to the server and this transmitted information is used by the server 
application program to modify the data); and at least one client in selective 
communication with the visual server (fig. 1), the client including an image display 
(inherently in client 1 10a-1 10c), the client configured to further selectively generate 
image-modifying data and transmitting the image-modifying data to the visual server, 
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and the client receives as compressed data from the visual server an image modified 
based upon the transmitted image-modifying data, decompresses the compressed 
image data, and displays the decompressed image on the client image display (col. 3, 
lines 41 - 49; col. 5, lines 27 - 67). 

Regarding claim 2, Lee teaches the system of claim 1 , wherein the visual server 
and the at least one client are in selective communication across a network (col. 2, lines 
19-30). 

Regarding claim 3, Lee teaches the system of claim 1 , wherein the visual server 
and the at least one client are in selective communication across the Internet (fig. 1 ; col. 
3, lines 41 - 49). 

Regarding claim 4, Lee teaches the system of claim 1 , wherein the visual server 
and the at least one client are in selective wireless communication (fig. 3; col. 7, lines 1 
-5). 

Regarding claim 10, Lee teaches the server of claim 9, wherein the visual server 
is in selective communication across a network to one or more clients (col. 2, lines 19 - 
.30). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Lee teaches the server of claim 9, wherein the visual server 
is selective wireless communication to one or more clients (col. 7, lines 1 - 5). 

Regarding claim 15, Lee teaches the method of claim 14, further comprising the 
step of transmitting a link to the visual server from the client prior to the step of 
transmitting the image-modifying data from the client to the visual server (col. 3, lines 50 
- 53). 
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Regarding claim 16, Lee teaches the method of claim 14, wherein the steps of 
transmitting the image-modifying data from the client to the visual server and 
transmitting the modified image from the visual server to the client as compressed data 
are performed across a network (col. 2, lines 19 - 30). 

Regarding claim 17, Lee teaches the method of claim 14, wherein the steps of 
transmitting the image-modifying data from the client to the visual server and 
transmitting the modified image from the visual server to the client as compressed data 
are performed across the Internet (fig. 1; col. 3, lines 41 - 49). 

Regarding claim 18, Lee teaches the method of claim 14, wherein the steps of 
transmitting the image-modifying data from the client to the visual server and 
transmitting the modified image from the visual server to the client as compressed data 
are performed through wireless communication (col. 7, lines 1 - 5). 

Regarding claim 24, Lee teaches the method of claim 23, wherein the step of 
transmitting the modified image from the visual server to the client as compressed data 
is transmitting the modified image across a network (col. 2, lines 19 - 30). 

Regarding claim 25, Lee teaches the method of claim 23, wherein the step of 
transmitting the modified image from the visual server to the client as compressed data 
is transmitting the modified image to the client via wireless communication (col. 7, lines 
1-5). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 6 - 8, 13, 20 - 22, and 27 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: As specifically claimed, the art of record fail to teach that the visual server 
transmit the modified image to the client after predetermined duration of generating an 
image based upon the transmitted image-modifying data has occurred. Also, the art of 
record fail to teach that the client transmits the image-modifying data to the visual server 
as data sufficient to generate an image frame. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yves Dalencourt whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3998. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 7:30AM - 6: 00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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